CONCOB P11 AUN Tver RS LY 


Faculty of Engineering 
Minutes of Meeting No, 79-3 


of the 


Engineering Faculty Council 
held 


Friday, 16 March 1979 


Present: M.N.S. Swamy (Chairman); Professors Antoniou, Fazio, Guy, Ha, 
Habashi, Heaps, Krakow, Krantzberg, Lindsay, Nasser, Sankar, 
Troitsky, Vidyasagar, White, Xistris; R. Ottoni (Student 
representative); Prof. J.C. Giguere (Secretary} 


Absent with apology: Professors Bhargava, Douglass, Joly, Kubina; Ms 
Z. Jirkowsky 


Visitors: Prof. Ramamurthy; Mr. G. Snowball 


Motion 1]. Council unanimously adopted a motion to approve the published 
79-3-] agenda. 

Motion 2. Council unanimously adopted a motion to approve the minutes of 
79-3-2 meeting 79-2. 


3. EIC papers competition 


The Chairman advised that Mr. Peter Neville had won first prize 
(the "OIKOS" trophy) at this year's papers’ night. He will 
write to Mr. Neville expressing the Faculty's appreciation of 
his achievement. 


4. Composition of Council 


Motion Council unanimously approved a motion to receive Doc. 79-3-1, 

79-3-3 the report of the ad hoc committee. It was noted by members 
of the ad hoc committee that the following corrections were in 
order: 


a} Add “or delegate" after the Director of Libraries and the 
"University Registrar” 


b} Recommendation 2 should read: "The composition of the 
Faculty Council will be reviewed before the commencement 
of the 1981/82 session, that is, during the year 1980/87." 


5. It was argued that each department/centre should have the same 
number of representatives on Counci?, it being felt that this 
representation should not depend on the relative numerical 
strength of the various units. In response, it was noted that 
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there was precedent for proportional representation, the 
composition of Senate being cited as an example. It was also 
noted that the CBS and the department of Civil Engineering 
were jointly responsible for the undergraduate programme jin 
Civil Engineering, it being recognized that the CBS did 
administer a somewhat different version of it in the context 
of its combined degree programme. Finally, it was noted that 
the composition would be reviewed again in two years. 


In response to a query concerning the position of Associate 
Dean, Loyola Campus, the Chairman advised that he was not 

yet in a position to inform Council as to the Dean's office 
representation at Loyola next year as Prof. Joly would be 

going on leave of absence at the end of this academic year. 

He noted that he intends to raise the matter with the Executive 
Committee in the near future. 


Council adopted a motion to recommend to Senate the Composition 
of Council] as set out in Recommendation 1 of Doc. 79-3-1 to 
become effective 1 June 1979. 


{11 in favour; 3 opposed; 1 recorded 
abstention) 


Council adopted a motion to approve Recommendation 2 of Doc. 
79~3-] + 


(3 recorded abstentions) 


Library budgets 


The Chairman welcomed Mr. George Snowball, Associate Director 
of Libraries, and invited him to address Council. 


Mr. Snowball} outlined the current method used to allocate 
library budgets to various disciplines. Some 15% of the total 
budget was left to the discretion of the library, subject to 

the timitation that the allocation to a given department must 
lie between 80% and 135% of last year's allocation. Of the 
remaining 85%, some 40% formed the "base", that is, it would 

be distributed in proportion to the amounts awarded the previous 
year. The remaining 45% would be allocated using various 
weighting factors such as student enrolment, use of collections, 
use of interlibrary loans services, library “intensiveness” of 
the discipline, research grants received, number of faculty, 
relative effects of inflation on each discipline. He also noted 
that a smaj] development fund has been created for new pro- 
grammes. 


Some speakers emphasized the need for maintaining and developing 
collections of periodicals as these were essential for good 
research, 


The Chairman, in thanking Mr. Snowball, noted that in his 
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opinion, the Library has achieved a great deal in constructing 
a financing formula which reflects and is sensitive to the 
needs and strengths of this as wel? as of other Faculties. 


Language requirement for Ph.D. 


The Secretary advised that EGSC recommended that this be removed 
for present and future students. It was argued that students 
currently in the programme had entered under the condition that 
they meet the language requirement, and that even if there 
existed sufficient reason to remove this for new students, it 
did not follow that present students should also be exempt. 


It was counter-argued that whenever there was a change in policy 
affecting students or faculty, every effort should be made to 
ensure that the phase-in of the new policy is to the benefit of 
allt concerned. 


Council considered a motion to recommend to BGS and Senate 
that the language requirement for the Ph.D./D.Eng. programme 
be removed for all present and future students. 


Council adopted a motion to call the question on Motion 79-3-6. 
(2 opposed) 
Council adopted Motion 79-3-6. 


(12 in favour; 3 opposed) 


Award of Ph.D. to previous recipients of the D.Eng. degree 


The Chairman informed Council that the Dean of Graduate Studies 
has received several requests from Concordia graduates to have 
their degrees changed from D.Eng. to Ph.D. The Dean of Graduate 
Studies is investigating the legal aspects of the question. He 
has also sought the opinions of his compeers at 217 Canadian 
universities. 


He advised that Council would not be asked today to consider 
making recommendations to BGS and Senate. 


It was argued that those having received the D.Eng. should not 
be permitted to substitute this degree for one which did not 
exist at the time they were awarded their degree. 


It was also argued that without a position paper, departments 
would not be in a position to debate the matter fruitfully. 


Council considered a motion to form an ad hoc committee man- 
dated to outline the issues underlying the possible award of 
the Ph.D. to previous recipients of the D.Eng. degree and to 
set out the options available to the Faculty and the University. 
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Council defeated a motion challenging the Chair's acceptance 
of Motion 79-3-8. 


(3 in favour; 1] against) 
Counci] adopted Motion 79-3-8. 


(10 in favours; 3 opposed; 1 recorded 
abstention) 


Counci] adopted a motion to constitute the committee estab- 
lished through Motion 79-3-8 as follows: 


- One member from each of the departments of Civil, 

Electrical and Mechanical Engineering, Computer 

Science and the Centre for Building Studies 
- One graduate student. 

{1 opposed; 1 recorded abstention) 

Counci? unanimously adopted a motion authorizing the depart- 
ments/centre and the GSA to appoint their representatives 
to the committee referred to in Motions 79-3-9 and -10. 
Liaison with CEGEPS 
The Chairman read a letter from the Liaison Office thanking 
these faculty members who participated in this year’s CEGEP 
visits. 
Notice of motion 
Prof. Xistris served notice that he would be bringing forward 
a motion to award the Concordia B.Eng. to recipients of the 
SGWU B.Eng. 


Council unanimously agreed to a motion to adjourn. 


